The aim of this paper is estimate how important is agriculture and familiar agriculture agribusiness for Brazil and its states. To do so, the GDP for the agribusiness of these complexes is estimated for Brazil and for its 27 states. The estimation is based on an interregional input-output system constructed for the Brazilian economy. The agribusiness takes into consideration the relations between the agriculture production and the other sectors in the economy (inputs for production, industry, transportation, distribution, and commercialization). The importance of the agribusiness can be evidence for it's share of about 30% in the total Brazilian GDP, but regional differences will make this average oscillates between 4% and 79% in the Brazilian states. Another distinction will be made between small familiar production and large scale production that will vary according to the product and the state. Some relation between land distribution and the type of agriculture will also be made.
INTRODUCTION
In the Brazilian economy, the familiar agricultural sector is always remembered for its importance in absorbing the labor force and in producing food, specially direct for the self consume, i.e., it is more directed to a social approach than to an economic one, taking into consideration its low productivity and low use of capital intensive techniques. However, it is important to call attention for the fact that the familiar production, besides having the important role of reducing the rural exodus to the urban centers of the less qualified workers, also has an important contribution on income generation, if one takes into consideration not only the economy of the agricultural sector, but also the Brazilian economy. To justify the above, this paper presents the main results of a research conducted under the support of
NEAD -Nucleus for Agrarian Studies and Development in the Cabinet of the Minister of Agrarian Development (MDA) -and FIPE -Economic Research Institute Foundation,

University of São Paulo, Brazil.
The research resulted in the estimation of the importance of the familiar agricultural sector, which was done by quantifying the Gross Domestic Product (GDP), not only of the agricultural production, but of the all complex of industry, trade and services linked with the inputs used and the product processing of the outputs generated by the familiar agricultural properties, which was called Familiar Agribusiness. This term was used because the importance of one activity is not only concentrated in itself, but also in its links with the rest of the economy.
In this way, the importance of the familiar activity quantified by the GDP of the familiar agribusiness becomes a better definition of how the production of the small producers really has an impact on the economy. The estimation of the familiar and non-familiar agribusiness GDP were conducted by using primary data from IBGE ( Brazilian Statistical Office) and the methodology based on the input-output analysis.
With the above in mind, the next section will present the methodology developed to estimate the familiar agribusiness in the Brazilian economy. Section 3 will present the results for the Brazilian economy with special reference to the importance of the agribusiness in the 5
Brazilian macro regions and 27 states. The final remarks are made in the last section.
METHODOLOGY TO MEASURE THE FAMILIAR AGRIBUSINESS SYSTEM
This section will make a presentation of the methodology used to measure the Agribusiness system in Brazil, further methodological discussions on the estimation of the Agribusiness Complex can be found on the works of Furtuoso (1998), Furtuoso, Barros and Guilhoto (1998) , Guilhoto, Furtuoso, and Barros (2000) , Furtuoso and Guilhoto (2003) , and Guilhoto et al (2006) .
The total GDP value of the Agribusiness can also be divided into 4 aggregates: I) inputs; II) the sector itself; III) industrial processing; and IV) distribution and services.
The procedure adopted to estimate the Agribusiness GDP is through the scope of the Product, i.e., by estimating the value added at market prices, and, it is tanking into consideration the methodology presented by the System of National Accounts defined by the United Nations (SNA, 1993) , where the input-output matrices are integrated in this system.
The value added at market prices is given by the sum of the value added at basic prices with indirect net taxes less the financial dummy, resulting in:
where: In the estimation of Aggregate III (Agriculture Based Industries) one adopted the summation of the value added generated by the agroindustrial sectors subtracted from the value added of these sectors that have been used as input in the Aggregate II. As previously mentioned, this subtraction is done to eliminate the double-counting found in previous Agribusiness GDP estimates, as so, one has that:
where:
III GDP = GDP of aggregate III and the other variables are as previously defined.
In the case of Aggregate IV, regarding the Final Distribution, one considers the aggregated value of the Transportation, Commerce and Service sectors. Out of the total value obtained for these sectors only the part corresponding to the share of the agricultural and agroindustrial products is designated to the Agribusiness in the final product demand. The approach adopted in the estimation of the final distribution value of the industrial agribusiness can be represented by: The Agribusiness GDP for each sub-complex is given by the sum of its aggregates as: The results show that the familiar segment of the Brazilian agriculture, despite its heterogeneity, is responsible for an expressive share of the agricultural production, and of the product generated by the Brazilian agribusiness, giving its links with important segments of the Brazilian economy.
From 1995 to 2005, the familiar segment of the Brazilian agribusiness was responsible for around 10% of the overall Brazilian GDP, an expressive share if one takes into consideration that the agribusiness as a whole represents around 30% of the Brazilian GDP.
While the Brazilian GDP had an accumulated growth rate of almost 24%, reaching around R$ 1.9 trillions in 2005, the evolution of the familiar agribusiness was smaller, with an increase slightly above 15% (Graph 1). 1 9,7% 9,3% 9,0% 9,1% 9,4% 9,0% 8,8% 9,2% 10,1% 9,6% 9,0% -5% 9% and the share of the whole agribusiness, was 28%. To better understand which is included in these shares, it is important to remember that together with the rural sector (vegetal and animal production), it was taken into consideration three other groups: a) inputs to agricultural production; b) processing industries; and c) distribution system (trade, transport, and services linked to the productive chain).
Taking from Figure 2 , the contribution of the familiar agricultural sector (vegetal, 18%, and animal, 15%) for the composition of the familiar agribusiness is greater than in the non-familiar system (vegetal, 16%, and animal, 9%). This fact shows that the familiar system is less articulated with the industrial sector.
Products like fruits and horticulture are important for the familiar agriculture and require a small degree of processing before reaching the final consumer; at the same time products like soybean, sugar cane, and cotton are the inputs of a whole group of industrialized products. As a consequence, in the non-familiar agriculture, a great share of the GDP is attributed to the processing industry (vegetal and animal, 35%), while in the familiar this share is of 24%.
Brazilian GDP 1.900 billions R$
Agribusiness GDP 540 billions R$ Comparing the vegetal with the animal production (Graph 2) it stands out that in the two kinds of agribusiness (familiar and non-familiar), the share of the vegetal production is greater, but, in the familiar agriculture, the animal sector has a greater importance, giving the production of poultry, pigs and dairy products. The specialization of the production is giving by the proper characteristics of each productive system in each one of the Brazilian regions. Some types of vegetal and animal production are better suitable for familiar production, like the ones more intensive in labor, while other are better produced in a capital intensive environment. Besides that, the Brazilian regions differ in physical (temperature, landscape, soil type) and social characteristics, which implies heterogeneity in the size of the properties and in the social organization.
Concerning the GDP of each type of vegetal and animal production, some products are mainly linked to the familiar system. Graph 2 shows that the national production of tobacco, manioc and beans are mainly done by familiar properties. In the same way, in the animal production, with the exception of cattle raising, the other product are related to the familiar properties.
As a result of the above, the GDP in the industrial chains of poultry, pig, dairy, tobacco and some others vegetal products are more related to the familiar agribusiness. In the case of the non-familiar segment, it stands out the chains of the wood and cellulose, sugar and alcohol, textiles, cattle raising (meat and leather), vegetal oil, and coffee.
In terms of localization, Figure 3 and Tables A1 through A3 
FINAL COMMENTS
Even with the adversities of land and capital scarcity, difficulties for financing, low availability of technology and deficiency in the technical assistance, the importance of the familiar agriculture for the Brazilian GDP is representative. But, the modernization process of the rural production has brought more benefits to the large and more commercial production.
Also, the diversity in terms of size, capital and technology, makes the priorities of each familiar property quite different. Despite the existence of local associations and cooperatives in some regions, they are hardly found in others.
It is the role, not only of the government, but of all the society to better direct the public policies for the familiar agriculture, mainly: a) in the regions direct to the production of goods linked with the familiar production, i.e., vegetal and animal production which are more labor intensive; and b) in areas where there is no condition for the mechanization process. 
